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Response to Comments of Advocates for Coe Park, July 9, 2004  
(Letter O014) 

O014-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1.  Future study of the identified 
northern mountain crossing corridor (Bay Area to Central Valley) will 
consider various alignment options within the corridor.  These 
options would be identified in the scoping process and would include 
consideration of alignment options suggested by others, such as the 
hybrid alignment option suggested in the comment letter from the 
Advocates for Coe.  Please also see standard response 3.16.1 which 
describes the Authority’s efforts to lay out potential HST alignment 
options so as to avoid crossing public park properties.  Also see 
Section 2.6.9 of the Final Program EIR/EIS which describes criteria 
for the proposed HST system including focusing on the use of 
existing transportation corridors in order to reduce potential 
environmental impacts.  The interpretations of various provisions of 
state laws which are included in the comment do not require 
responses.  As noted in Chapter 3, the Program EIR/EIS considered 
numerous provisions of state and federal law.  The use of available 
data and the level of detail included are appropriate for this program 
EIR/EIS.  Should the HST proposal move forward, field work will be 
preformed in future project-specific studies. 
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